From: ANDERSON Jim M

To: Kristine Koch/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Burt Shephard/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Curt Black/R10/USEPA/US@EPA ;
jeremy_buck@fws.gov; Joe Goulet/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Judy Smith/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; MCCLINCY Matt;
PETERSON Jenn L; Mark Ader/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Chip Humphrey/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Sean
Sheldrake/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; aebbets@stratusconsulting.com; audiehuber@ctuir.com;
Brandy.Humphreys@grandronde.org; cunninghame@gorge.net; colin@ridolfi.com;
dallen@stratusconsulting.com; erin.madden@gmail.com; jdw@jdw-law.net; Jennifer Peers; jweis@hk-law.com;
Lisa.Bluelake@garandronde.org; Michael Karnosh; matt@jdw-law.net; rose@yakama.com; tomd@ctsi.nsn.us;
POULSEN Mike; KEPLER Rick J; Robert.Neely@noaa.gov; Sean Sheldrake/R10/USEPA/US@EPA;
ted_buerger@fws.gov; Deb Yamamoto/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Elizabeth Allen/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; Rene
Euentes/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; GAINER Tom; genevieve.angle@noaa.gov; Dan Phalen/R10/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject: RE: Reminder - BERA comments due today
Date: 09/09/2011 12:28 PM
Kristine,

DEQ's main reviewer of the BERA is Jennifer Peterson. Jennifer isn't
working today. We discussed the status of EPA/partner team comments on
the BERA in our 9/7 TCT call. I understood what you were looking at
for today was "big picture" comments or perhaps "fatal flaws".

Jennifer is focusing her review on the benthic assessment &
particularly, but not exclusively on the FPM & TPH. I understand we
just recently received or have yet to receive all the supporting
information re: the FPM from the LWG. Therefore, Jennifer won't be
able to submit comments on the benthic approach today.

I'm reviewing the BERA..., more to become familiar with what the LWG
says rather than a critical, technical review. I'm only part way thru
my review, but I have 2 comments. Neither of these 2 comments are
"fatal flaws".

1) Use of the terms COPC & COC- We've been over & over the
formal & working definitions of these terms. COPCs should be
site contaminants that exceed SLVs in a screening-level risk
assessment. COCs should be site contaminants that exceed risk-
based values in a BRA. The LWG seems to be using "COPCs" as a
subset of actual COPCs. I think the LWG uses "COPCs" as the
concept of "risk drivers". This is mis-leading. A good example
of this is on the top of page ES-5. The referenced text states
"The COPCs in sediment..are PAHs, PCBs, & DDx". These are 3 "risk
drivers" that pose unacceptable risk, but I'm sure there are
other contaminants (e.g., metals) that pose unacceptable risk &
should be considered COPC or COC.

2) TZW exceedances (page ES-4)- In the referenced text, the LWG
states "TZW exceedances are localized.." One of the reasons TZW

exceedance may be "localized" is because the LWG only collected
TZW data in areas of known or suspected GW plumes. The LWG did
not estimate TZW concentrations in areas of clean GW passing thru
sediment contamination.

Jim Anderson

Manager, DEQ Portland Harbor Section
ph: 503.229.6825

fax: 503.229.6899

cell: 971.563.1434
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From: Koch.Kristine@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Koch.Kristine@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, September 09, 2011 8:52 AM

To: ANDERSON Jim M; Shephard.Burt@epamail.epa.gov;
Black.Curt@epamail.epa.gov; jeremy buck@fws.gov;
Goulet.Joe@epamail.epa.gov; Smith.Judy@epamail.epa.gov; MCCLINCY Matt;
PETERSON Jenn L; Ader.Mark@epamail.epa.gov;
Humphrey.Chip@epamail.epa.gov; Koch.Kristine@epamail.epa.gov;
Sheldrake.Sean@epamail.epa.gov; aebbets@stratusconsulting.com;
audiehuber@ctuir.com; Brandy.Humphreys@grandronde.org;
cunninghame@gorge.net; colin@ridolfi.com; dallen@stratusconsulting.com;
erin.madden@gmail.com; jdw@jdw-law.net; Jennifer Peers; jweis@hk-
law.com; Lisa.Bluelake@grandronde.org; Michael Karnosh; matt@jdw-
law.net; rose@yakama.com; tomd@ctsi.nsn.us; POULSEN Mike; KEPLER Rick 3J;
Robert.Neely@noaa.gov; Sheldrake.Sean@epamail.epa.gov;
ted_buerger@fws.gov; yamamoto.deb@epa.gov;
Allen.Elizabeth@epamail.epa.gov; Fuentes.Rene@epamail.epa.gov; GAINER
Tom; genevieve.angle@noaa.gov; Phalen.Dan@epamail.epa.gov

Subject: Reminder - BERA comments due today

All - this is a reminder that the BERA comments are due to Chip and I
today. We gave an extension of time from the original due date of
Tuesday 9/6 to today, but we have not received any comments as of yet.
Please get your comments to us today.

Thanks,

Kristine Koch
Remedial Project Manager
USEPA, Office of Environmental Cleanup

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, M/S ECL-115
Seattle, Washington 98101-3140

(206)553-6705
(206)553-0124 (fax)
1-800-424-4372 extension 6705 (M-F, 8-4 Pacific Time, only)
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